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physico-chemical type, but have an autonomy of
their own. This is, at first, nothing but a mere
negative statement, and we go no farther if we intro-
duce the Aristotelian word entelechy as a name for
the autonomous agent at work in the vital processes
we have been studying. Entelechy is something
that is non-physico-chemical ; and the only positive
character we are entitled to attribute to it, so far, is
that it is an actual elementary agent or factor of
Nature, the word a entelechy" being not merely a
name for a formal point of view. It is important to
grasp the provisional negativeness of entelechy, because
it will save us from, a mistake often committed by
vitalists, namely, the mistake of regarding the vitalistic
agent as something " psychical" without further
consideration. But the contrary of mechanical is
merely non-mechanic al^ and not " psychical." And,
moreover, in Nature there is no room for <c psychical"
entities at all, if, at least, the concept of Nature and
the concept of the Psyche are well defined. I may
talk of my own psychical life, or of my soul, if you like
to call it so; but even to speak of what are popularly
termed the " souls " of others is already to make a
statement with regard to Nature that ought really to
be formulated in another terminology. It, therefore,
is quite meaningless at first, and will perhaps only
acquire a meaning in metaphysics, to say that
entelechy is " psychical" in character. On the
contrary, that which is generally spoken of as
" psychical" in other beings, men or animals, is,
strictly speaking, in the sphere of natural science
simply non-mechanical; but we can assert nothing as
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